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during rebuttal argument that it could consider defendant’s vested interest in
outcome of trial; whether prosecutorial impropriety deprived defendant of fair
trial when prosecutor argued that defendant had tailored her testimony and that
she had motive to lie; claim that this court should have ordered new trial after
employing its supervisory authority to prohibit questions and arguments that
amount to generic tailoring or imply that jury could discredit defendant’s testi-
mony because she had interest in outcome of her trial; claim that defendant’s
conviction of attempt to commit risk of injury to child should be vacated because
it was not cognizable crime.
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